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Sir: 

Applicant requests reconsideration of the rejection set forth in the Office Action dated 
July 18, 2007. Claims 27-29, 31-34 and 36 are pending in the application. 

The Office Action rejects claims 27-29, 31-34 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over 
newly-cited U.S. Patent Publication 2004/0125928 to Kim in view of newly-cited U.S. Patent 
5,657,382 to Tamagawa et al. (hereafter Tamagawa) and U.S. Patent 5,371,781 to Ardon. 

Kim is not prior art to the present application. That is, the present application has a U.S. 
filing date of July 25.2003 . In contrast, Kim has a U.S. filing date of December 17. 2003 . Thus, 
Kim is not prior art to the present application under any section of 35 U.S.C. §102(a), (b) and/or 
(e). The rejection should be withdrawn at least for this reason. 
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Furthermore, Tamagawa and Ardon do not teach or suggest all the features of each of 
independent claims 27 and 32. That is, Tamagawa and Ardon do not teach or suggest at least 
receiving a request from the second mobile terminal to pick up the call directed to the first 
mobile terminal in response to the ringing and/or transmitting information to the first mobile 
terminal indicating a number of the second mobile terminal that received the transferred call, as 
recited in independent claim 27. Ardon does not teach or suggest the features for at least the 
reasons set forth in the Appeal Brief filed April 4, 2007. Tamagawa also does not teach or 
suggest these features. 

Further, Tamagawa and Ardon do not teach or suggest the claimed second mobile 
terminal generating a request to pick up the call in response to the ringing and/or that the 
processor transmits information to the first mobile terminal indicating a number of the second 
mobile terminal that received the transferred call, as recited in independent claim 32. Ardon does 
not teach or suggest the features for at least the reasons set forth in the Appeal Brief filed April 
4, 2007. Tamagawa also does not teach or suggest these features. 

In view of the above, the rejection should be withdrawn. Kim is not prior art. 
Additionally, the other applied references do not teach or suggest all the features of independent 
claims 27 and 32. Thus, independent claims 27 and 32 define patentable subject matter. 
Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the application is in condition 
for allowance. Favorable consideration and prompt allowance of claims 27-29, 31-34 and 36 are 
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earnestiy solicited. If the Examiner believes that any additional changes would place the 

application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned 

attorney at the telephone number listed below. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is 

hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this, 

concurrent and future replies, including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 16-0607 and 

please credit any excess fees to such deposit account. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ASSOCIATES, LLP 




Javid C. Oren 
Registration No. 38,694 

P.O. Box 221200 
Chantilly, Virginia 20153-1200 
(703) 766-3777 Dco/kah 
Date: October 16, 2007 

Please direct all correspondence to Customer Number 34610 



3 



